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of mortality, (3) assessment of productivity, (4) relationships with habitat, (5) biology, and
(6) harvest management.

Although the overall value of this publication is quickly evident to any reader, one of its
greatest contributions will be the standards it sets for similar books written on others species
in the future.—EDWIN D. MICHAEL.

ERrRrRATUM

In “Migration of woodland birds at a fragmented inland stopover site”” by Kevin Winker,
Dwain W. Warner, and A. R. Weisbrod (Wilson Bull. 104:580-598), the statistical results
in Table 3 (p. 591) were not presented correctly. In the first two rows of the table, the lines
denoting statistically different groups should be broken three more times. These breaks
should appear between Swamp and Floodplain in both of the first two rows, and between
Floodplain and Willow in the second. The groupings for the first two rows are thus: Spring:
(Swamp) (Floodplain, Willow) (Willow, Upland), and Autumn: (Swamp) (Floodplain) (Wil-
low, Upland). The lower half of the table is correct.

In addition, two confusing lines appear in the text. The first sentence in the second full
paragraph on page 582 should read “Our netting periods spanned the bulk of both spring
and autumn migration (Fig. 1), but did not encompass the full migratory period of several
species, most of which were Nearctic-Nearctic migrants (unpubl.).” The third sentence in
the only complete paragraph on page 593 should read ““For ground-foraging species this is
not a problem, but most of the species captured at our site forage above ground or near-
ground levels.”



